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watch the watchers?

Without Cloak or Dagger, by Miles
. Copeland. New York: Simon and.
" Schuster. $8.95. : L
) By Leon Lindsay v

17 IL.yourwant to know a3 much shout
tne U.S. Central Intelligence Agency
as-possible — without compromising-
its: present or future operalions, of |
‘course - what better source than-a !
man who was present at its inception, |
has served it long and well in many
"eapacities, and retains his status. in
- theagency's '‘gentlemen’s club”?
.+ Miles Capeland is that man. For 218

well-written pages the author edu-
cates the reader about intelligencs,:
espionags, and counterespionage,
“carefully avolding any exposures of,
sensitive identities or operations. - |
There is not much doubt that this is:
an ‘‘authorized biography” of the.
CIA, published to counter recent
publication of adverse articles and
books, ' coet
1f it i3 not a defense or an apologla
for the Agency — which has recently .
seen its romantic, ‘‘cloak and dag-
ger’” public image stripped away to
expose the uglier aspects of its oper-
ations — it i3 at least an attempt to
prasent the ‘‘real’” CIA. g

I¢, in casual, disarming references,
some of the cold-bloodedness, cH-:
quishness, and self-justification slip:
through — well, that is not golng to
alarm the reader very much. Even.
the assertion that someone has to
take care of “dirty tricks” may seem
a truism in these times. N

But there are still, one would hope
a lot of Americans who are not going
to be able to accept Mr: Copeland’s
final chapter, *'Some Conclusions.”
Most of these ‘‘conclusions’ are
stated with the kind of righteous
assurance one usually expects only
from fanatics. For example:

+1f it isn't already, the CIA may
well become ‘the world’s most pow-
erful government agency,’ as one
columnist called it.”

“The word ‘‘agency’’ may not ex-
actly put the CIA on the same plane as
the three great branches of U.S.
government — until one reads a few
lines fartheron:

“ *The dangers are ipcreasing,
Asency ofiicial told @gprq,yéd(ﬁgr

power to deal with them is increasing
proportionately; But:so is the public’s
féar of iis’ Altholigh the nature of the

-dangers-is-sucir that-the Agency-can~ B
| nardly become less secret in handling
‘tts information . . ; , it can-at least. °

put its trust in .a representative
number of Congressmen” (my ital-
fes)s = o= - T e
‘What are the "‘“increasing dan-
gers? Mr. Copeland identifies two:
first, terrorism, and particularly new-
ieft terrorism, which he says is a
worldwide, if amorphous conspiracy;
second, the competing imperizalisms
of the Soviet“Union and Commurist
China — vying with each other to
economically strangle the . U.S. by
taking over, through one means or
another, areas of the world with
strategic materials. ~ = .
The extent of records kept by the
FBI, Army CIC, and other agencies,
in connection with suspected left-wing

associations, has only recently been -
discovered — and decried. Mr. Cope- |
land admits that the CIA has the most

comprehensive computerized file on
individuals in the world; and he glves
it a name: “Octopus.” ‘

‘- The file's existence I3 justified, he

says, by the terrorist threat. Even:

some of the CIA’s liberals don't like it.
But, explains Mr. Copeland, ‘even

thase clvil-rights-conscious people ac-.
cept its necessity for they know'
frightening facts the ordinary clitizen-

doesn’t.

He makes some other statements

"that seem relevant: “Removing the
‘dangers inherent in a ‘powerful’ gov-
ernment agency is not a matter of
decreasing the power, but of gnsuring
that those who exercise it are in-
corruptible and truly responsive to
public interest.” (italics his).

The CIA '‘will suppert politicians,
political groups, and governments
through tne world [irciuding in tha
U.8.7] whose objectives are com-
patible with our own; it will some-
times work with unpopular organiza-
fions — American, international, and
forelgn. '

©A)] these actlons are certain to
result in soms public outery, and ths
extent to which the agency i3 able {o
survive it will depend on the axtent to
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shable information necessitating the

_moves, and is acting entirely in the

public interest and not for the gain of
{ndividual political figures, political
parties, or special-interest groups.”

In this case, the reader is led to
assume, &s In justifying other activi-
ties, the CIA “will give 1is contacts in
Congress ample informatica to proves
the. necessity for -so -doing.”’” The
implication here, possibly unintentio-
nal, is that the -agency. itself will;
determine who those congressional |
contactswillbe. . g

‘But the same ‘‘defusing” process
that works to abort assignments that !
the CIA “‘gentlemen’s ctub” considers |

- unwise has other uses, Mr. Copeland i

gives a very disturbing example: |
* When James Schlesinger bscame;

. director of the Agency and immedi-:

ately began & shakeup {for whatever!
motives), his efforts were cleverly,
sabotaged, Clearly, the CIA will be

" internally changed only if the “gentle- l

men's chub’ wishesitso. -
Mr. Copeland says one maxim is}
being inculcated in the younger men’

~now: *' 'Always keep in mind whom
-you are working for’™==" mesaning it'a

hot for the President of the United

. States as a person, not for the Direc-
* tor of the CIA, but for the CIA as an

instrument of the American democ-

.racy.”’

Consldering the existence of “Oc-
topus,” - the Agency's coziness with
selectad politiciasis, s@irty tricka’ at

" home and ehroad; and Mr. Copeland’s

indication that the “CIA strongly
doubts the possibility of real detente,

" one can't help but wonder about their

definition of democracy. :

In fact, after reading Mr. Cope-
land's conclusions, ones might con-
clude that Big Brother is about to

. unlock a door marked *'1834."
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